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Summary of Workshop 2 





STRENGTHS BENEFITS

WEAKNESSES DANGERS

•Measurability

•Quantifiable *#

•Pollution reduction

•Measureable results

•Flexible with how to reduce pollution

•Measurability

•One size does not fit all

•Need responsible monitoring entity
(not homeowner)

•Top down approach

•Costly/enforcement evaluation –
regulation

•Control specific pollutants

•80% overly simplistic, not trustworthy

•Environmental (ecological/public
health)

•Achieves  pollution reduction

•Need consensus on p.r. [pollution
reduction] standards

•Improves sustainability

•Protects resources

•Reduces runoff volume

•Pollution transfer to other media

•Not having flexibility to meet
standards

•Determine accurate standards (80%
reduction of what?)

•Discounts volume

•Doesn’t address other forms of
degradation

4. POLLUTION REDUCTION
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